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May 5, 1993

Ms. Donna R. Searcy, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. - Room 222
Washington, DC 20554
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Dear Ms. Searcy:

RE: PR Docket Number 92-235
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The purpose of this communique is to express opposition to the key
components outlined in PR Docket Number 92-235. The commission has
requested comments relative to its notice of proposed rule making,
so let me take this opportunity to state that Jefferson County is
strongly opposed to the radio services consolidation and to the
spectrum refarming proposal in its current configuration.

This agency's mission is to provide for the health, safety, and
well being of the citizens of Jefferson County, Colorado. Any
action which might detract from our ability to perform that mission
must face adamant opposition, and this, I feel is one of those
actions.

Specifically, the time frame as specified for transition to narrow
band technology places an unrealistic expectation on local
governments in the State of Colorado. Because of a tax limitation
statute in place in this state, a project of the magnitude
necessary for this type of change would have to be accomplished by
voter approval. Under these types of constraints it is not
realistic to expect that voter approval could be obtained in the
specified time period.

In addition, the proposed transition plan for splitting existing
channels and reducing deviation is not in the best interests of
public safety. The result of this aspect of the proposal will only
serve to increase potential for adjacent channel interference, and
will limit the implementation of wide band technologies such as
transmission of fingerprints and mugshots. At this point, the only
beneficiaries of this change would be equipment manufacturers and
suppliers. II
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It also appears that some of the unique topographical features of
the Rocky Mountain region were not taken into account when
considering transmitter power versus height above average terrain.
While I understand the need to reduce geographical reuse areas, the
proposed formula is impractical in service areas covering hundreds
to thousands of square miles, and where elevations can vary up to
6,000 feet. Furthermore, this aspect would necessitate the
construction of a multitude of new mountain top radio facilities;
something that local governments in this area have been attempting
to reduce for years.

And finally, this department has had an excellent working
relationship with our radio frequency coordinators, and has been
quite comfortable with how well the current inter-service sharing
rules have worked. Based upon these observations, the
consolidation of services seems to serve no useful purpose.

Regardless of the intent of the proposed rule making, the negative
side affects will definitely outweigh the benefits gained. With
modifications to the items noted above, Jefferson County may be
able to support spectrum refarming in the future, but under the
existing conditions we cannot.
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Sheriff
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